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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Drawings 

The drawings filed on April 10, 2001 are acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, 
failing to conform with current U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into 
English from a foreign document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

Claims 1, 7, 15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. The phrase "making estimates, and 
presenting them to the buyer" is unclear and indefinite. The word "estimates" is not 
defined in the claims. For examination purposes, the word "estimates" will be treated as 
a generic word. 

Claims 3 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
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applicant regards as the invention. The claims recite the limitation "wherein information" 
which has insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 4-9, and 11-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,815,665 to Teper et al. in view of U.S. Patent 

No. 5,826,244 to Huberman. 

Regarding claim 1 , Teper discloses an e-commerce brokering method 
comprising: 

• storing public data and non-public data in database of an agent, the public data 
containing standardized attribute information about a product supplied by the 
plurality of suppliers, the public data being enable to be viewed so as to compare 
the attribute information about the product of the respective suppliers with each 
other (see at least col. 2, lines 35-48; col. 2, lines 62-67; col. 3, lines 54-col. 4, 
lines 27; col. 5, lines 30-60; col. 8, lines 35-45; col. 8, lines 54-62); 

• the buyer's reading and viewing the public data from the data base via the data 
communication network to select a desired product and to apply to the agent for 
a transaction of the selected product (see at least col. 4, lines 15-27; col. 11, 
lines 46-65); 
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• the buyer's determining a supplier (see at col. 6, lines 4-13; col. 7, lines 30- 39; 
col. 11, line46-col. 12, line 8); 

• the agent's carrying out ordering procedures for the buyer and the supplier (see 
at least col. 5, lines 38-40; col. 4, lines 36-49). 

However, Teper does not disclose the transaction rules and purchase conditions. 
Teper discloses an Online Broker site, which stores various account information that 
includes passwords, unique IDS, access rights and bills of the users (col. 8, lines 54- 
59). Furthermore, the account information includes the user's account plan and optional 
user-specific customization information which is provided to the Service provider sites to 
permit the customization of SP services (col. 15, lines 26-34). Huberman, on the other 
hand, teaches the transaction rules and purchase conditions (see at least col. 10, lines 
36-38; col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, line 18; col. 15, lines 37-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the method of Teper, to include the transaction rules and 
purchase conditions, as taught by Huberman, in order to provide a supplier and the 
customer on an agreed-upon transaction to avoid entering into an unfavorable 
transaction (Huberman col. 3, lines 59-63). 

Regarding claims 2, 9, 17 and 19, the combination of Teper and Huberman 
substantially discloses the claimed invention, however, the combination does not 
expressly disclose where the database stores of conversion data indicating 
corresponding between code systems of different suppliers, the code system including 
customer codes and product part numbers; and the storing conversion data including 
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customer codes varying according to a supplier and product part numbers. However, 
these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive and are not functionally 
involved in the steps recited. The steps of storing of conversion data would be 
performed the same regardless of the data. Thus, this descriptive material will not 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 
F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to store the conversion data because such data does 
not functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed and because the subjective 
interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 4 and 1 1, the combination of Teper and Huberman 
substantially discloses the claimed invention, however, it does not disclose the viewing 
of public data freely. The particular way of viewing the public data do not patentably 
distinguish the claimed method because it imparts no structural or functional specificity. 
Furthermore, applicant has not persuasively demonstrated that the particular way of 
viewing the public data is critical or is anything more than one of the numerous ways to 
view the data that the skilled artisan would have found suitable for the purpose taught 
by the combination of Teper and Huberman. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one or ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide any numerous ways 
of viewing data in the method taught by the combination because the subjective 
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interpretation of the particular way of viewing the data do not patentably distinguish the 
claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 5-6, 12 and 14, Teper discloses the supplier registers, updates, 
maintains and administers the public data stored in the database (see at least col. 6, 
lines 14-18; col. 11, line 66 - col. 12, line 8); and the agent stores a record of the 
ordering procedures in storage means whose data cannot be altered (see at least col. 5, 
lines 38-47; Figure 4; col. 15, lines 21-34). 

Regarding claims 7-8, Teper discloses e-commerce broking method comprising: 

• storing public data and non-public data in a database of an agent, the public data 
containing standardized attribute information about a product supplied by the 
plurality of suppliers, the public data being enable to be viewed so as to compare 
attribute information about the product of the respective suppliers with each other 
(see at least col. 2, lines 35-48; col. 2, lines 62-67; col. 3, lines 54-col. 4, lines 27; 
col. 5, lines 30-60; col. 8, lines 35-45; col. 8, lines 54-62); 

• the buyer's reading and viewing the public data from the database via the data 
communication network to select a desired product and to apply to the agent for 
a transaction of the selected product (see at least col. 4, lines 15-27; col. 11, 
lines 46-65); 

• the buyer's starting negotiations with the suppliers (see at least col. 6, lines 4-13; 
col. 7, lines 30- 39; col. 11, line 46-col. 12, line 8); and 

• the agent's carrying out ordering procedures for the buyer and the supplier (see 
at least col. 5, lines 38-40; col. 4, lines 36-49). 
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However, Teper does not disclose the transaction rules and purchase conditions. 
Teper discloses an Online Broker site, which stores various account informations that 
include passwords, unique IDS, access rights and bills of the users (col. 8, lines 54-59). 
Furthermore, the account information includes the user's account plan and optional 
user-specific customization information, which is provided to the Service provider sites 
to permit the customization of SP services (col. 15, lines 26-34). Huberman, on the 
other hand, teaches the transaction rules and purchase conditions (see at least col. 10, 
lines 36-38; col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, line 18; col. 15, lines 37-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the method of Teper, to include the transaction rules and 
purchase conditions, as taught by Huberman, in order to provide a supplier and the 
customer on an agreed-upon transaction to avoid entering into an unfavorable 
transaction (Huberman col. 3, lines 59-63). 

Regarding claim 13, Teper substantially discloses the claimed invention, 
however, it does not disclose the buyer determines a supplier and purchase conditions 
by using one of the methods of bidding conducted by the agent, individual negotiations, 
and auction with the suppliers of the same products or services (see at least col. 3, lines 
5-1 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made modify the method of Teper, to include the bidding, as taught by 
Huberman, so as to accommodate the buyer demands which can lead to better, more 
efficient utilization of services and a greater availability of more fairly priced services 
(Huberman col. 19, lines 18-21). 
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Regarding claim 15, Teper discloses an e-commerce broking system: 

• a database (see at least col. 2, lines 35-48; col. 2, lines 62-67; col. 3, lines 54- 
col. 4, lines 27; col. 5, lines 30-60; col. 8, lines 35-45; col. 8, lines 54-62); 

• a supplier site (see at least col. 6, lines 13-34); 

• a buyer site (see at least col. 6, lines 4-13); 

• an agent site (see at least col. 5, lines 30-60); and 

• wherein the agent site computer delivers the public data to the buyer site 
computer, makes estimates on the basis of the non-public data in response to an 
application for negotiations of the desired product from the buyer site computer, 
and carries out ordering procedures (see at least col. 4, lines 15-27; col. 11, lines 
46-65; col. 6, lines 4-1 3; col. 7, lines 30- 39; col. 11, line46-col. 12, line 8; col. 5, 
lines 38-40; col. 4, lines 36-49). 

However, Teper does not disclose the transaction rules. Teper discloses an 
Online Broker site, which stores various account informations that include passwords, 
unique IDS, access rights and bills of the users (col. 8, lines 54-59). Furthermore, the 
account information includes the user's account plan and optional user-specific 
customization information which is provided to the Service provider sites to permit the 
customization of SP services (col. 15, lines 26-34). Huberman, on the other hand, 
teaches the transaction rules (see at least col. 10, lines 36-38; col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, 
line 18; col. 15, lines 37-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to the system of Teper, to include the transaction rules, as taught 
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by Huberman,. in order to provide a supplier and the customer on an agreed-upon 
transaction to avoid entering into an unfavorable transaction (Huberman col. 3, lines 59- 
63). 

Regarding claims 16 and 18, Teper substantially disclose the claimed invention, 
however, Teper does not disclose the transaction rules and purchase conditions. Teper 
discloses an Online Broker site, which stores various account informations that include 
passwords, unique IDS, access rights and bills of the users (col. 8, lines 54-59). 
Furthermore, the account information includes the user's account plan and optional 
user-specific customization information which is provided to the Service provider sites to 
permit the customization of SP services (col. 15, lines 26-34). Huberman, on the other 
hand, teaches the transaction rules and purchase conditions (see at least col. 10, lines 
36-38; col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, line 18; col. 15, lines 37-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the method of Teper, to include the transaction rules and 
purchase conditions, as taught by Huberman, in order to provide a supplier and the 
customer on an agreed-upon transaction to avoid entering into an unfavorable 
transaction (Huberman col. 3, lines 59-63). 

Regarding claim 20, Teper discloses an e-commerce broking method comprising: 
• providing a database which stores public data and non-public data, the public 

data including standardized attribute information about the same kind of products 

supplied from the plurality of suppliers (see at least col. 2, lines 35-48; col. 2, 
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lines 62-67; col. 3, lines 54-col. 4, lines 27; col. 5, lines 30-60; col. 8, lines 35-45; 
col. 8, lines 54-62); 

• presenting the public data to a buyer site computer via digital data 
communication network so that the buyer can compare a performance and price 
of the same kind of product of different suppliers to select a supplier supplying a 
desired product (see at least col. 8, lines 59-62; col. 9, lines 38-49); 

• receiving an application form the buyer site computer via the digital data 
communication network, the application being for transaction for the desired 
product of the selected supplier (see at least col. 4, lines 15-27; col. 1 1 , lines 46- 
65); 

• receiving a decision from the buyer site computer via the digital data 
communication network (see at least col. 6, lines 4-13; col. 7, lines 30- 39; col. 
11, line 46-col. 12, line 8); and 

• conducting ordering procedures for the buyer and the supplier (see at least col. 
5, lines 38-40; col. 4, lines 36-49). 

However, Teper does not disclose the transaction rules and purchase conditions. 
Teper discloses an Online Broker site, which stores various account informations that 
include passwords, unique IDS, access rights and bills of the users (col. 8, lines 54-59). 
Furthermore, the account information includes the user's account plan and optional 
user-specific customization information which is provided to the Service provider sites to 
permit the customization of SP services (col. 15, lines 26-34). Huberman, on the other 
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hand, teaches the transaction rules and purchase conditions (see at least col. 10, lines 
36-38; col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, line 18; col. 15, lines 37-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the method of Teper, to include the transaction rules and 
purchase conditions, as taught by Huberman, in order to provide a supplier and the 
customer on an agreed-upon transaction to avoid entering into an unfavorable 
transaction (Huberman col. 3, lines 59-63). 

Claims 3 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,815,665 to Teper et al. and U.S. Patent No. 5,826,244 to 
Huberman and further in view of Official Notice. 

Regarding claims 3 and 10, the combination of Teper and Huberman 
substantially discloses the claimed invention with the exception of the conversion of 
information into code systems. Official Notice is taken that it is old and well known in 
the computer art to provide data conversion between systems. For example, it is known 
to convert ASCII test to HTML for compatibility with web systems. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify 
the combination of Teper and Huberman, to include the conversion information because 
this would allow the agent and supplier and buyer to communicate with one another. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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U.S. Patent No. 5,802,497 to Manasse discloses a method of conducting 
commerce on a number of computer systems connected by a computer network 
including providing a broker computer system, a vendor system, and a consumer 
system. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,343,738 to Ogilvie discloses an automatic broker tools and 
techniques for facilitating transaction that involve digital goods. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,401 0880 to Bigus et al. discloses an intelligent agent with 
negotiating capability. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marissa Thein whose telephone number is 703-305- 
5246. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Smith can be reached on 703-308-3588. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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